
 

 

 
 
 

 
 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

  

 
 

 
 

 

 

 
 

 
 

S T A T E  O F  M I C H I G A N  


C O U R T  O F  A P P E A L S  


BARBARA L. MAINZINGER,  UNPUBLISHED 
February 11, 2003 

 Plaintiff-Appellant/Cross-Appellee, 

v No. 233775 
Wayne Circuit Court 

RIVERVIEW COMMUNITY SCHOOL LC No. 99-914476-CZ
DISTRICT, ROGER K. ALLEN and PAUL 
REEVES, 

Defendants-Appellees/Cross-
Appellants. 

Before:  Smolenski, P.J., and Wilder and Schuette, JJ. 

Wilder, J. (concurring). 

I agree with and join in the majority opinion in Sections I and II.  However, since our 
resolution of the claims against defendants Adams and Reeves renders moot defendants’ claims 
in the cross appeal, see e.g., Adams Outdoor Advertising, Inc. v. City of Holland, 234 Mich App 
681, 699; 600 NW2d 339 (1999); Becker v Halliday, 218 Mich App 576, 580; 554 NW2d 67 
(1996); People v Rutherford, 208 Mich App 198, 204; 526 NW2d 620 (1994), I would dismiss 
defendants’ cross appeal rather than address the substance of the claim.  Accordingly, I do not 
join in the majority opinion in Section III. 

/s/ Kurtis T. Wilder 
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